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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6-9, 13-16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Moss et al. ("Moss"). 

As per claim 19, Moss teaches a system for automatically displaying content of a 
window designed for a display having one of a portrait orientation and a landscape 
orientation on the display having the other of a landscape orientation and a portrait 
orientation and comprising means for determining a position of the window when the 
display orientation corresponds to one of a portrait orientation and a landscape 
orientation (fig. 1a), means for determining whether the window is fully displayed 
subsequent to the change in display orientation (col. 5, lines 5-17), means for adjusting 
at least one of a size and the position of the window when the window is not fully 
displayed subsequent to the change in display orientation and means for displaying the 
window within the display screen according to the at least one of an adjusted size and 
adjusted position when the display orientation corresponds to the other of a landscape 
orientation and a portrait orientation (Abstract; figs. 1a-3; col. 5, lines 12-23; described 
is a display screen capable of flipping between portrait orientation and landscape 
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orientation including repositioning and resizing display windows in response to flipping 
between such orientations of the display screen, an example of which is shown in figs. 2 
and 3 wherein a flip from the portrait orientation of fig. 2 results in resizing window 1 1 
and repositioning window 10 as depicted in fig. 3). 

Claims 1-3, in combination, are similar in scope to claim 19 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 6, Moss teaches a system for automatically displaying content of a 
window designed for a display having one of a portrait orientation and a landscape 
orientation on the display having the other of a landscape orientation and a portrait 
orientation wherein adjusting at least one of a size and the position of the window 
further comprises adjusting at least one of the size and the position of the window such 
that a maximum portion of the window is visible on the display screen having the 
second orientation (fig. 10-1 1b; col. 6, line 59 through col. 7, line 50). 

Claims 7-9, in combination, are similar in scope to claim 19 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 13, Moss teaches a system for automatically displaying content of a 
window designed for a display having one of a portrait orientation and a landscape 
orientation on the display having the other of a landscape orientation and a portrait 
orientation and wherein the shell is an external component such that an original 
equipment manufacturer can customize design attributes associated with the shell (col. 
7, line 67 through col. 8, line 10; col. 8, line 66 through col. 9, line 33). 
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Claims 14-16, in combination, are similar in scope to claim 19 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4, 5, 10-12, 17, 18, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Moss et al. ("Moss") in view of Screen Dumps of East ("East"). 

As per claim 20, although Moss teaches a system for automatically displaying 
content of a window designed for a display having one of a portrait orientation and a 
landscape orientation on the display having the other of a landscape orientation and a 
portrait orientation and comprising means for displaying a scroll bar to the window within 
the display screen having the other of a landscape orientation and a portrait orientation 
(figs. 2-3), Moss does not explicitly disclose adding a scroll bar to the window when the 
entire window is not fully displayed. East teaches adding a scroll bar to the window 
when the entire window is not fully displayed (figs. 2-3; scrollbar 250). It would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of East 
with the method of the modified Moss so that users can view the rest of the menu, such 
as saved searches and tagged references, obscured by the resizing. 
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As per claim 21 , although Moss teaches a system for automatically displaying 
content of a window designed for a display having one of a portrait orientation and a 
landscape orientation on the display having the other of a landscape orientation and a 
portrait orientation and comprising means for displaying a scroll bar to the window when 
the scrollbar is present in the window having one of a portrait orientation and a 
landscape orientation and when the entire window is fully displayed within the display 
screen having the other of a landscape orientation and a portrait orientation (figs. 2-3), 
Moss does not explicitly disclose removing a scroll bar from the window when the entire 
window is fully displayed within the display screen (figs. 3-4). It would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of East with 
the method of the modified Moss in order to optimize viewing space, especially given 
that no part of the menu is obscured, therefore, a scroll bar is no longer necessary. 

Claims 4, 10 and 17 are individually similar in scope to claim 20 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 5, 11 and 18 are individually similar in scope to claim 21 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 20 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale except for having adjustable boundaries of a viewing area on the display 
screen, which East also teaches (fig. 3; via dragging operation of any of the boundaries 
depicted such as boundaries 210-230). 
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Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kuromusha et al. (US 7,028,265 B2) teach modifying the placement, location, or 
size of windows relative to the screen/display. 

Kato et al. (US 6,297,795 B1) teach a portable system having a small display 
screen that can switch between a portrait mode and a landscape mode. 

Taylor et al. (US 2002/0196286 A1) teach a window manager resizing, re- 
positioning or otherwise modifying the selected windows as well as all other impacted 
elements or cells accordingly and automatically. 



Inquires 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached at (571 ) 272-4063. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ivn 

Patent Examiner 
January 29, 2007 




